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man, and where to approach such a Being would be the height of
absurdity and profanity. But it would be absolutely wrong to
engraft this conception on Aryan or Indo-G-ermanic thought, which
avowedly posits the Divine element in man and asserts the possibility
of his becoming a God-man, if nothing more.
Those who first create an unapproachable Deity and are afterwards
afraid to approach Him have to thank themselves for the impiety
involved in the conception I am now discussing. In the language of
Professor Max Miiller they have made an abyss between the human and
the Divine and they dare not cross it. This was not so in the early
days of Christianity.1
I have often heard this idea of tat-twam-asz ridiculed for its supposed
effrontery in man claiming equal rank with his Maker.
Even professed Pantheists consider this to be a wild idea. But
does the Veddnta say that every man whom you meet in the streets is
Brahma ? He may 'become Brahma, if he follows the path of righteous-
ness and attains to a state of perfection ; he must become God-like
to become God, the germ of such affinity being in him. He must
surrender his lower egohood completely; to use a Hegelian phrase,
he must ( die to live ?; to use a Biblical expression, he must lose his
lower life that he may gain the higher. He must pass through.
rigorous, moral and spiritual discipline and become fit to realise the
Divinifcy in him, and it is only when complete self-realisation ensues,
that he will be entitled to identify himself with Brafum. Till then he
has no right to say I am Brahma.
Christian thinkers, who acknowledge the teachings of Jesus, ought
to have nothing to say against the possibility of realization of such
1 Cf. Max Muller's ^heosophy,9 p. 534, ticipafce in the nature of the divine
where   ho   rightly observes :—" H should have excited horror and. disgust.
people conceive   God a^ a kind of  But after the Deity had boen freed
Jupiter,  or even as a Jehovah, then from its mythological character, after
the idea can only be considered bias"  the human mind, whether in India or
phomouy as it was by the Jews, or elsewhere, had onco realized the fact,
can only be rendered palatable to tho that God was all in. ail, that there
Iranian imderatandmg in the form of could be nothing  beside Ood, that
characters such as Herakles or Diony- there could be one Infinite only, not
sius. So loncy as siioh ideaa of the two the conclusion that the human
Godhead and its relation to humanity Soul also belonged to God was nievit-
are cntorfcamed, and we knew that  able." 'she whole passage, too long for
they were entertained even by Christian quotation here, is very suggestive read-
theologia,na, it was but natural that a ing.—ED.
claim on the part of humanity to par-

